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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1 . 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
lacks patentable utility. The claim 1 recites a computer readable medium. It is 
hardware so a computer readable medium cannot do itself the management, 
classification and protection of electronic document and/or records. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-5, and 7-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lin et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,122,663) in view of Suchter (U.S. Patent No. 
6,675,161). 

With respect to claims 1, 8, and 15 Lin et al. discloses a computer readable 
medium for the management, protection of electronic data and /or records, the 
computer readable medium comprising: logic for filling the record at a central database 
(server)(8) after the classification of the record; and logic for deleting the record from the 
remote database (5) without user intervention upon the filing of the record at the central 
database (See column 6, line 27-35) but Lin et al. does not discloses classification of 
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the record at remote computer and electronic documents. However, Suchter discloses 
that data files are classified at a remote computer (see column 8, line 47-51 ). It would 
have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Lin et al.'s computer to provide the data as electronic document with 
classification of the record in order to have different kind of data base as electronic 
documents and modified the data base since such electronic documents with 
classification of the record at a remote computer for the stated purpose has been well 
known in the art as evidenced by teaching of Suchter (See column abstract). 

With respect to claims 2-4, 9-1 1 and 16-18, Lin et al. discloses the program 
monitor (4) for determining whether the record is open at the remote computer (see 
column 5, line 1-20), the program monitor (4) adds task record to the local record file so 
the program monitor also determining whether the record has previously been classified 
(see column 5, line 14-16). 

With respect to claims 5, 12, and 19, Lin et al. discloses the logic for saving the 
record with an associated property in a memory of the remote computer (1 )(see column 
4, line 17-25). 

With respect to claims 7, 14, and 21 , Lin et al. discloses displaying record 
properties (see column 3, line 1-10). 

With respect to claims 13 and 20, Suchter discloses selected a plurality of 
records, classifying the plurality of selected records at the remote location (See fig. 3). 
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4. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lin et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,122,663) and Suchter (U.S. Patent No. 6,675,161) and in further in 
view of Clark et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,725,228). 

With respect to claim 6, Lin et al. and Suchter disclose all limitation recited in 
claim 1 except for logic for bulk classification of the plurality of selected records. 
However, Clark et al. discloses bulk classification (see abstract). It would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 
modify Lin et al.'s computer and Suchter's computer to provide bulk classification in 
order to have different kind of data base and classification and modified the data base 
since such electronic documents with classification of the record at a remote computer 
for the stated purpose has been well known in the art as evidenced by teaching of Clark 
et al. (See column abstract). 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hung Vy whose telephone number is (571) 272-1954. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:30 am - 5:30pm. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on (571) 272-1834. The fax numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306 for 
regular communications and (703) 308-7722 for After Final communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
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application may be obtained from either private Pair or Public Pair. Status information 

for unpublished applications is available through Private Pair only. For more information 

about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.usDto.gov . Should you have question on 

access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 

866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Hung T. Vy 
Art Unit 2163 
June 8, 2006. 




